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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 81-91 have been presented for examination. 

PRIORITY 

2. Applicant's claim for the benefit of a prior-filed application under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(e) or under 35 
U.S.C. 120, 121, or 365(c) is acknowledged. 

Drawings 

3. Figure 1 and 2 should be designated by a legend such as --Prior Art- because only that which is 
old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) 
should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Double Patenting 

4. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine grounded in 
public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or improper timewise 
extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple 
assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the 
conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would 
have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 
(Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 
887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In 
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re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 
644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may be used 
to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground provided 
the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned with this application, or 
claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research 
agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal disclaimer. 
A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 81-91 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double patenting over claims 1-87 of U. 
S. Patent No. 6,360,1 88 since the claims, if allowed, would improperly extend the "right to exclude" 
already granted in the patent. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the patent and is covered 
by the patent since the patent and the application are claiming common subject matter, as follows: A 
computer-implemented planning system utilizing a GUI, time-based properties, as well as result 
calculations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 10 J 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition 
of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

MPEP2106 recites: 

The claimed invention as a whole must accomplish a practical application. That is, it must 
produce a "useful, concrete and tangible result" State Street 149 F.3d at 1373, 47 USPQ2d at 1601-02. A 
process that consists solely of the manipulation of an abstract idea is not concrete or tangibles. See In re 
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Warmerdam, 33 F.3d 1354, 1360, 31 USPQ2d 1754, 1759 (Fed.Cir. 1994). See also Schrader, 22 F.3d at 
295, 30 USPQ2d at 1459. 



5. Claims 81-91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. 

i) Claims 89 and 91 recite a carrier medium. Since a carrier medium can encompass an 
electrical signal the claims are non-statutory. Electrical signals are not considered statutory. (See Page 1 1 
of the Specification of the Instant Application. See also reference number 26, which is a connection that 
could be a carrier wave.) 

ii) Claims 89-91 recite a series of definitions. The claims as such do not appear to produce a 
useful, concrete, and tangible result. 

iii) Claim 88 recites a computer implemented planning system but is dependent upon claim 
90 that recites a carrier medium. The claim mixes statutory classes and as such is non-statutory. 

iv) The claims recites a computer program. It should be noted that code (i.e., a computer 
software program) does not do anything per se. Instead, it is the code stored on a computer that, when 
executed, instructs the computer to perform various functions. The following claim is a generic example 
of a proper computer program product claim; 

A computer program product embodied on a computer-readable medium and comprising code 
that, when executed, causes a computer to perform the following: 

Function A 
Function B 
Function C, etc... 

All claims dependent upon a rejected base claim are rejected by virtue of their dependency. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
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The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out 
his invention. 

6. Claims 89-91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most 
nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. The specification is not enabled for a carrier wave 
that is capable of storage. A carrier wave is a transmission medium and is not enabled for the storage of 
the system as disclosed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 81-91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Smith et al. 
"Integrating Electrical and Mechanical Design and Process Planning", hereafter referred to as 
Smith. 

8. Claims 81-91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Petrie "The 
Redux Server", hereafter referred to as Petrie. 

Regarding Claim 81: 

The references disclose A computer-implemented planning system comprising: 
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a graphical user interface mechanism configured to display a timeframe on a computer 
display medium, said graphical user interface mechanism being further configured selectively to display, 
under user control, a representation of a plurality of selectable object types, said object types define a type 
of planning entity and at least a selected one of said object types includes definitions of time-related 
properties; 

(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

a representation of a selectable instance of at least one of said object types for said 
planning entity, said representation displayed with respect to said timeframe representing time- related 
properties for said object type; 

(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3,3. 
Figure 6) 

a calculating engine included in said selected one of said object types for defining the 
functionality of said planning entity, said calculating engine operable to perform time-related operations 
in response to property values for said time-related properties and deriving an output comprising a time- 
series of output values; 

(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 
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a result mechanism for deriving at least one result value based on said time-series of 
output values derived by said calculating engine; and 

(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

a control mechanism for defining a hierarchy of said results in response to user input, said 
user input includes specifications of property values for said time-related properties. 
(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

Regarding Claim 82: 

The references disclose The computer-implemented planning system of claim 81, wherein said 
calculating engine of said selected object type is configured to perform calculations on at least one 
property value of that object type. 

(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 



Regarding Claim 83: 
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The references disclose The computer-implemented planning system of claim 81, wherein said 
calculating engine of said selected object type is configured to perform calculations on at least one 
property value of another object type. 

(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

Regarding Claim 84: 

The references disclose The computer-implemented planning system of claim 81, wherein said 
selected object type is configured to include a property value in the form of at least one user definable 
link to another object type. 

(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

Regarding Claim 85: 

The references disclose The computer-implemented planning system of claim 81, wherein a 
plurality of said selectable object types are associated with a planning entity, each object type performing 
time-related operations and deriving an output comprising a time-series of output values. 
(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 
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(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

Regarding Claim 86: 

The references disclose The computer-implemented planning system of claim 81, wherein said 
display of said selectable instance of said object types with respect to said timeframe represents at least an 
adjustable lifespan having a start time and an end time for said object types. 

(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

Regarding Claim 87: 

The references disclose The computer-implemented planning system of claim 81, wherein said 
display of said selectable instance of said object types with respect to said timeframe further represents at 
least one calculation datum point corresponding to said calculating engine operable to perform said time- 
related operations for said output comprising said time-series of output values. 

(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 



Regarding Claim 88: 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/8 1 5,956 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 2128 

The references disclose The computer-implemented planning system of claim 90, wherein said 
calculating engine is responsive to changes in positioning of said displayed instance of said object types 
to change calculation timings for output values of said time-series of output values. 
(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

Regarding Claim 89: 

The references disclose A carrier medium carrying an object definition for a computer- 
implemented planning system, said object definition comprises: 

a definition of the functionality of a planning entity; 
a definition of a time-dependent property; and 

a definition of time-dependent operations configured to respond to input property 
values for said time-dependent properties to produce a time-series of output values. 
(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

Regarding Claim 90: 

The references disclose The carrier medium of claim 89, wherein said carrier medium is a 
computer readable storage medium. 
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(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

Regarding Claim 91: 

The references disclose The Carrier medium of claim 89, wherein said carrier medium is a 
telecommunications medium. 

(Smith. Page 1, Abstract. Page 2-3, Section 1, Motivation. Page 14, Process Planner. Figures 1, 5, 
and 7) 

(Petrie. Page 134, Abstract. Page 137, Section 2.4. Page 139-140, Section 3.1. Page 142. Section 3.3. 
Figure 6) 

f Conclusion 

9. All Claims are rejected. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Saif A. Alhija whose telephone number is (571) 272-8635. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F, 11:00-7:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Kamini Shah can be reached on (571) 272-2279. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

SAA 

October 11,2006 




